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Interview Summary 


Applicati 

09/101 518 


Applicant(s) 
LI Yl 


Examiner 

Michael Pak 


Art Unit 

1646 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 
(1) Michael Pakfexaminer) . (3) Karen CarrolKApp. REp. . 



(2) Mark HymanfApp. Rep.) . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 30 May 2003 . 

Type: a)E3 Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)^ Yes e)D No. 

If Yes, brief description: New IDS and references and a copies of precious IDS references already in application. . 

Claim(s) discussed: Pending . 

Identification of prior art discussed: pending . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)Q was reached. g)D was not reached. h)[3 N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 

Attachment to a signed Office action. Examiner's signature, if required 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTO-41 3 (Rev. 04-03) Interview Summary Paper No. 22. 



Summary of Record of Interview Reqi^Bnents 



Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1 .1 33 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

tn every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 
warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1 .1 1 1 , 1 .135. (35 U.S.C. 132) 

37 CFR §1 .2 Business to be transacted in writing. 
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and 
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner's responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 
which bear directly on the question of patentability. 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the 
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction 
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required. 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It 
should be. noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview 
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1 ) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 
the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, "Interview Record OK" on the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 
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C ntinuation Sheet (PTCM13] 



Application N . 09/101,518 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Examiner indicated that previously submitted IDS with Marchesi et 
al. and other references will be considered. Applicant submitted a new IDS by Fax but the examiner request a mailed 
in copy of the references because the Faxed copies were illegible. Applicant discussed that the ligand is not necessary 
for the 101 utility of the claimed antibody. Applicant discussed that the specification on pages 5 and 22 disclose that 
compounds which bind to and inhibit the activation of the polypeptide receptor is useful for preventing or treating of 
number of diseases including inflammation. Applicants note that the list of diseases are related to chemokine receptor 
function and is not a generic list of diseases. Page 20 discusses the antibody function as an inhibitor. Applicant 
discussed that the references Romagnani et al., Arimilli et al. and catalog information from R&D systems Inc.disclose 
the function which relates to the chemokine function asserted. Any 101 rejection will be a non final rejection . 



3 



Hay-30-03 11:31am From-HGS PATENT DEPT 



3013098439 



T-Z90 P. 03' 



F-124 



PTOL^llA (05-03) 

Approwsu ror use mroygn ax/a*/wou(. OmB 055i-QQ3i 
u S, Patent and TrdQtinark Office: U.S DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 



Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



Application No • 09/101,518 First Named Applicant: Yi Li 
Examiner Michael Pak 



An Unit 



1646 



Sums of Application 



Pending 



Tentative Participant*: 
(1) Michael Pak 



(3) Karen Carroll (Re* No. 50/748) 
Proposed Date of Interview: 5/3Q/2Q03 



(2) Mark J. hyman (Reg No. 46,789) 

(4) 

Proposed Time: 1 30 



PM 



Type of Interview Requested 
(1) 



Telephonic (2) Personal 



Exhibit To Be Sbown or Demonstrated: 



(3) | | Video Conference 

YES Q NO 



if y «, provide brief docripfiou; Previously and ne^ly submitted references enclosed herewith 



Issues To Be Discussed 



Usues 

(1) Citation 

(2) Utility 



ClainW 
Fig. ff> 



References 



Discussed 



Marchcsc (Ref. Al, 7/10/98) [ 1 
Enclosed & prcv. cited refs | | 



Agreed 

□ 



Not Agreed 



□ 



| | Continuation isheet Anached 



Br ief Description of Argument tu be Presented: 



I Applicants request thai Examiner consider and return initialed 144^ for Marched ec al (Ref. A I, tiled in IDS on 7/10/98). 
2. In roponcic to Examiner's indication that a utility rejection was being considered. Applicants pouit our that the Examiner 
must take all of the prcviuua'ly subtnincd references into account, including post-filing dare evidence such as Anmilh ct a] 
^Ref CC) & Romania™ et aJ. (Rcf. Cl), both proved 9/27/01 . Applicants also provide additional post-filing dait reference 
Co suppon the asserted utilities with the IDS submitted herewith, including 2 commercially available antibodies and rets 
showing the mvoWement of GXCR3 in, inter aha, inflammation Applicants assert that these references malce it clear ihat 
Applicants' asserted uaJuics are specific, subsrannal, and credtbk Should the Examiner disagree, Applicants respecoully asjc 
the Examiner to clearly indicate m the wnrtcn action *ruch aspecr(s) of the spccific'substantiaL/credible resrhe believes have 
not been met, taking the evidence of record mio account Applicants ako point out that since a unlity rejection would be a 
new ground of rejection, the next acnon must be non-final if such * rejectmn \s made. 



An interview was cod ducted on the above-identified application on 



NOT£: 

Thi> form >nuuld De compict^a t»y applicant and ^wPmittcq cu tnc ciainmer in advance of ihc interview Uee MPEP $713.QT). 
Tfiid application nill not be delayed from n$u< became of applicant's ftilure to jubrnit a vnncn rcirurd of cfiu interview, 
Tntrcforc, -applicant h advised to file a aiaicmmi of epe ^obstante of cm* inccnritw (37 CFR 1.133(b)) aa >oon a^ po^ibjo 



(AppUcani/^pllcant's Representative Signature) 



(Examiner/SPE Signature) 
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